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1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-33,52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

For claim 1 , it is not clear how many verification modules are being claimed. Are 
there two or just one? The term "the remote verification module" lacks antecedent 
basis. 

For claim 10,1 1 ,13,1 8,20, there is no antecedent basis for "the vehicle 
associated processor" and it is not clear what this is because it was not previously 
claimed. 

For claim 21 , the scope of the phrase "operates in accordance with a known 
wireless technology" is unclear. What is the known wireless technology being claimed? 
Known to whom (public or just one person)? For examination purposes this is being 
interpreted to be reciting a wireless connection and nothing more. 

For claim 31 ,32,33,52, there is no antecedent basis for "the vehicle associated 
access control processor" and it is not clear what this is because it was not previously 
claimed. 

For claim 52, the term "the remote verification module" lacks antecedent basis. 
It is not clear how many verification modules are being claimed. 
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3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-8,33,52, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kaman (5715905). 

For claims 1 ,33,52, Kaman discloses a system for controlling access to a vehicle. 
The system has a vehicle access control module 28, a verification module 38. The 
verification module and the access control module communicate with each other 
through a communication channel (inherent). 

For claim 2, see column 3, lines 46-48. 

For claim 3, Kaman discloses "wireless". See column 2, lines 30-32, lines 45-54; 
column 3, line 31 to end of column 3. 

For claim 4, the computer system 38 of Kaman satisfies what is claimed. 

For claims 5,6, the computer system 38 is fully capable of the claimed functional 
language and has "elements" that would allow the claimed function to occur. In the 
event that a vehicle has only one authorized user this is effectively a person making a 
reservation in advance for a predetermined period of time (until further notice). 

For claim 7, Kaman discloses an "access code". See column 7, lines 2-10. 

For claim 8, Kaman discloses an ID card (and/or a retinal or fingerprint scan). 
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5. Claims 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Klein 
et al. (5726885). 

For claims 34,35, Klein discloses a car rental system that allows authorized users 
to rent from a fleet of cars. Klein discloses the step of accepting a reservation, see 
column 4, lines 35-42 and column 7, lines 4-28, Klein discloses that the reservation 
information is saved in a computer D (database) at the disposition center. Klein 
discloses accepting a request to access message in column 7, lines 29-45, Klein 
discloses that a verification process is performed that determines the ID of the customer 
(are they an authorized user?) and verifies reservation information contained in the 
database (computer D). If all the information checks out ok, then an chip card is issued 
and the user is granted access to the car. 

For claim 36, see column 5, lines 39-40, lines 43-44, and column 8, lines 12-26. 

For claim 37, see column 5, lines 44-50, 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
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were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claims 9-14,16-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kaman (5715905) in view of Hirshberg (5289369). 

For claims 9,10, Kaman does not disclose that the ID card is a chip card. Kaman 
discloses and recognizes that the form of identification used can be varied and 
discloses numerous options (magnetic card, key card, ID code, fingerprint, etc.). 
Hirshberg discloses a vehicle rental system that utilizes an ID card (electronic card (chip 
card), magnetic card, bar code card, etc.) for user identification. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
Kaman with an electronic card for identification as disclosed by Hirshberg as a form of 
identification. An electronic chip card is just another option for the form of identification 
that is required to access the vehicle. 

For claims 11,12, Kaman does not disclose that the vehicle associated processor 
(should this be the vehicle associated access control module?, see 112 rejection) has a 
visual display and a speaker. Kaman discloses that the access control module is 
capable of sending messages (via keyboard) and receiving messages (by a printer). 
Hirshberg discloses a vehicle rental system where each vehicle is equipped with a 
computer that has a display, etc.. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time the invention was made to provide the access control module of 
Kaman with a display and speaker so that a user can more easily receive messages in 
the vehicle. Kaman teaches the desirability of being able to receive messages in the 
vehicle so it is considered obvious to provide a display and speaker for the receipt of 
those messages. 

For claims 13,14,16, Kaman discloses a keyboard, see column 7, line 5. 
For claim 17, the computer system 38 of Kaman satisfies what is claimed. 
For claim 18, see column 7, lines 36-38. 
For claim 19, see column 7, lines 33,34. 

For claim 20, it is considered inherent that there be a modem in the system of 
Kaman. A modem is required for Internet communication. 

For claims 21 ,24, as this claim is best understood by the examiner Kaman 
discloses what is claimed. 

For claim 22, see column 3, lines 32-38. 

For claim 23, Kaman does not disclose GSM wireless technology. Kaman 
recognizes and discusses the fact that the wireless communication may be 
accomplished via any number of different protocols and communication systems. 
Kaman discloses numerous types of communication protocols but does not disclose 
GSM wireless technology. The examiner has consulted the instant specification and 
notes that the use of GSM wireless technology does not solve any stated problem or 
produce any unexpected result, and the system would perform equally well with any 
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type of communication protocol; therefore it is considered obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use GSM wireless technology. 

For claims 25,26, the language of the claim does not further define any structure 
to the claimed system and is purely functional. The system of Kaman is fully capable of 
what is claimed and satisfies claims 25,26. 

For claims 27,32, the system of Kaman is fully capable of what is claimed. 

For claims 28-30, see column 5, lines 13-30. 

For claim 31, it is considered inherent that there is a program as claimed in the 
system of Kaman. If no program was present, the system would not be able to operate 
as disclosed. 

9. Claims 38-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klein et al. (5726885). 

For claims 38,40,41 ,46,47,50, Klein does not disclose the step of verifying the 
status of a user's account. The examiner considers it very obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to check the account status of the user 
so that if any money is owed (outstanding balance) the rental agency can request 
payment prior to allowing the user to rent another car. The act of checking the account 
of a user of a service is standard business practice because if you are owed money you 
want to collect it before allowing more services to be rendered. Following the same 
rationale for claim 39, if there is a problem on the account, it only makes sense to notify 
the user; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to notify the user of a problem with the account. 
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For claim 42, Klein does not disclose the step of presenting the user with 
alternate choices in the event the vehicle they wish to rent is not available. The 
examiner takes "official notice" that it is old and well known in business to give the 
customer options if their first choice is not available. In the example of renting of cars, if 
a customer desires a mid sized car and none are available, the customer is given the 
option to rent another type of car that is available. When booking with the airlines, if 
your first choice of flight is all booked and no seats are available, you are given 
alternate flights to choose from. 

For claims 43,44,45, information about the reservation is transmitted to a vehicle 
associated processor (HA). 

For claims 48,49, if you have no reservation or an invalid ID, the system of Klein 
will not allow access to the vehicle. 

For claim 51, see column 6, lines 1-12 and lines 24-34 and column 5, lines 38- 
56. Klein discloses receiving usage information, calculating billing information, etc. as 
claimed. 

10. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kaman 
in view of Hirshberg and further in view of Treyz et al. (6526335). 

For claim 15, Kaman teaches that the access control module has a display but 
does not disclose that the display is a touch screen display. Treyz discloses an 
automobile computer system that is similar to that of Kaman in the sense that both have 
processors, displays, keyboard, etc.. Treyz discloses that a touch screen display may 



Application/Control Number: 09/785,408 



Page 9 



Art Unit: 3629 

be desirable and allows for direct user interaction. See column 13, lines 51-57 and 
column 14, lines 34-56 of Treyz. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to provide Kaman with a touch screen display 
so that user interaction is made easier. 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Pugliese, III et al. (2001/0016825), Murakami et al. (6636145) 
and Bunn (6240365) disclose systems for controlling car access used in the rental of 
cars. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis Ruhl whose telephone number is 703-308-2262. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 703-308-2702. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). s^ZX ^~-> 
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